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The voters’ verdict examined (pages2&3) — 


Nationalist Comment 


WHAT 


WE 


| on the month’s news. 


This fiasco of a government 
The results of the Newbury by-election 
and the county council elections taking place 
in England and Wales on the same day last 
month indicated, by common consent, a 
massive vote of no-confidence in John Major 
and his toytown clique of bunglers, small- 
time careerists and political slapstick artists 
that one hesitates to flatter by calling a 
government. Even such a Tory loyalist as 
former party Chairman Lord Parkinson, 
writing in the Sunday Express on May 9th, 
was forced to admit that the polls were ‘‘a 
disaster.” Of course they were, but the 
humiliation was nothing less that what was 


deserved. It is difficult to recall any admin-_ 


istration in Britain within the present century 
that has succeeded in getting so many things 
wrong within a mere year of being voted 
back into office. Bad governments we have 
had, without remit, since the end of World 
War I. But this one is surely the worst. 
Turn to whatever sector you choose, and 
you will find incompetence almost, beyond 
belief. In the economy, the last year has 
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The Liberal Democrat candidate celebrates with his wife. All the result meant, how 
ever, was a massive vote of no-confidence against the Major Government.. 


seen further decline in manufacturing output, 
a further rise in the jobless, thousands more 
bankruptcies and a huge rise in repossessed 
homes. In foreign affairs, the Government 
continues to edge towards a showdown with 
China over a colony whose future matters 
not a jot to Britain, and we get ever more 
deeply entangled in a war in former Yugo- 
slavia in which we have no interest while 
our armed forces are being cut beyond the 
bone in the quest for economies in public 


expenditure. In the EC we edge yet closer to 
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the surrender of what is left of our freedom 
while the British people are denied the 
referendum that would enable them to give 
a decision on the matter. In education, the 
Government achieves the nearly impossible 
by managing to unite against itself both the 
right and the left of the teachers’ unions in 
its incredibly cack-handed pursuit of its 
school tests policy. On law and order, the 
Government presides over a rise in crime 
almost unprecedented in history, while 
among the nation’s police forces it succeeds 
only in spreading defeatism and demoral- 
isation. In its fanatic drive to privatise 
everything that moves, it has given over 
parts of the prison service to a private 
company that. so far has shown capabilities 
amounting to sick farce. And while all this 
has been going on it has treated Britain’s 
escalating race problem as if it didn’t exist, 
virtually outlawing all public debate on the 
subject — seemingly as part of a conspir- 
atorial pact with the other parties of West- 
minster against the British people. 

As the condition of Britain degenerates 
with ever quickening speed, loathing and 


contempt for the political class are growing 


rapidly among the populace. That at least is 
a healthy development. 

But what is unhealthy is the fact that, 
among established and ‘respectable’ alter- 
natives to the present Government there is a 
complete void. Labour, which should be 
riding high as a result of the unpopularity of 
Major & Co., struggles vainly for credib- 
ility, its leadership utterly failing to make 
any impact on the British electorate and its 
policies demonstrating a hopeless lack of 
contact with the realities of the late 20th 


century. In desperation, great numbers of 


: _ voters have turned. to the Liberal Democrats, 
who offer nothing in the way of policies but 


a depressing mish-mash of the worst features 
of Tory and Labour and whose leader’s sole 


virtue would seem to be that he looks. 


physically less seedy than his two rivals. 
' Paddy Ashdown comes over as a classic 
prototype of the politician who hasn’t a 
serious political thought in his head and 
whose every public utterance isa replay of 
the most fashionable ‘politically correct’ 
slogan of the moment. He presides over a 
party which has managed to recruit as rich a 
collection of political fruitcakes as ever was 
seen. A cursory look at its hierarchy or at 
the gibbering eccentrics who occupy the 
halls at its party meetings ought to fill the 
British public with dread at the thought of 
this rabble ever getting close to political 
power. Yet this is the party which, more 
than any other, can claim to have triumphed 
in last month’s elections, particularly at 
Newbury. 

So why did so many people vote Lib 
Dem? It is quite clear that they did so not 
with the remotest understanding of the 
party’s policies nor because they were 
particularly impressed with its leadership. 
They simply had been driven to despair by 
the Government and wanted to hit it as hard 
as possible. In a great many areas, and in 
Newbury in particular, the stock of Labour 
was so low that it stood virtually no chance 
of being electéd. Voters therefore turned to 
the party whose candidates had the best 
chance of beating the Tories. ‘Tactical 
voting’ won the day. 

Tactical voting is in fact based on a 
pathetic delusion: the delusion that where the 
really important issues are concerned there 
is a halfpennyworth of difference between 
the competing parties and that the voter will 
obtain the slightest relief by turning from 
one to the other. Over the years, British 
Nationalist parties fighting elections have 
been up against this constant scenario: great 
numbers of voters have confessed sympathy 
with their policies more than with those of 
the others, but have said they would use 


their votes to unseat the candidates repres-. 


enting an unpopular government for local 
council). This has meant supporting 
whatever party stood the best chance of 
achieving that objective. In the outcome 
Tweedledum, as always, has simply been 
exchanged for Tweedledee, and the 


downward spiral of national and local 


politics has continued unabated. 

Tactical voting, in reality, constitutes the 
politics of despair; even more than that, it is 
a product of the politics of naivity and 
‘ignorance. The wretched voter supposes that 
he or she has a choice of ‘alternatives’ — 
parties representing different ideas and 
offering different solutions to national ills. In 
fact the use of a ‘tactical vote’ to hit out at 
an unpopular government or local authority 
accomplishes absolutely nothing, since at the 
end of the day the preferred candidate is the 
conscious or unconscious tool of just ‘the 


same forces that are steadily ruining the 


nation and driving it into bankruptcy and 


servitude. 

The great task of the nationalist AEE EN 
— which today constitutes the only real 
opposition in British politics — is to bring 
this truth home to Britain’s voters, and to 
convince them that if there is any value in a 
‘tactical vote’ as a means of protest it lies in 
casting that vote for nationalism, which 
nowadays effectively means the British 
National Party. For even if the BNP 
candidate cannot win in the current contest 
a good result for him or her will speak 
louder as a gesture against those in power 
than any swopping from Tory to Liberal 
Democrat or Labour. This is the only 
effective way for the British voters to strike 
a blow against the cesspit of Westminster 
politics. It is up to us to convince them thus. 


A fly on the 
establishment wall 


We owe to Alan Clark, maverick Tory 
and former junior defence minister, a-fascin- 
ating insight into what goes on in the corr- 
idors of political power and, more import- 
antly perhaps, the types of people who 
nowadays inhabit those corridors. This was 
provided in the first published instalment of 
Mr. Clark’s diaries, which appeared in The 
Mail on Sunday on May 16th. This instal- 
ment focused on the Tory leadership crisis 
that occurred at the end of 1990, first in the 
campaign to depose Mrs. Thatcher and after- 
wards in the fight for the succession. 

The writer’s own motives in publishing 
these memoirs may well be open to 
argument, and some will perhaps detect a 
flavour of malicious tittle-tattle on the part 
of a frustrated high-climber in British 
politics who never achieved the offices he 
thought were his due, and who now, retired 
with a family fortune estimated at more than 
£20 million, no longer has anything to lose. 
Be that as it may, the pen pictures Mr. 
Clark draws of his ex-colleagues during that 
acrimonious couple of months ring uncom- 
fortably true. 


Speaking of a moment shortly before Mrs. . 


T. was challenged in the first contest by 
Michael Heseltine, Clark said:- 


“... in the corridors it is all furtive 
whispering and glancing over the 
shoulders. The institutional confidence, at 
its most obvious in those who have served 
a prison term, that special grimacing style 
of speech out of the corner of the mouth, 
eyes focusing in another direction, is now, 
it seems, the only way of communicating. 
‘The issue, which can be discussed semi- 
respectably, is who is most likely to deliver 
victory at the General Election? But it is 
packaging, conceals a great basket of 
bitterness, thwarted personal ambition and 
vindictive glee. Talk of country or loyalty 
is dismissed as ‘histrionics’...’’ 

And a little further on:- 


‘Michael [Heseltine] himself is quite 
shameless in offering all and sundry what 
they si always wanted. For example, he 


would probably have got Paul’s [Channon] 
support anyway, but sealed it with an 
assurance that Paul would be speaker in the 
next House. Nicholas Soames fell straight- 
away for the ‘your talents are long overdue 
for recognition’ line, as did little Nelson 

[Tony Nelson, MP for Chichester] and 

[Robert] Rhodes James [MP for Cam- 

bridge}.”’ 

Par for the course, needless to say. 

Later, Clark speaks of a conversation in 
Westminster that he had with Norman 
Lamont: - 

‘* ‘I don’t like the smell,’ he kept saying. 

‘There’s a bad smell to the whole place.’ 

He’s right, of course. It’s the smell of 

decay. It’s affecting everything, the badge 

messengers, the police, the drivers. Some- 
thing nasty is going to happen.” 

Decay is indeed the appropriate word, but 
one is left wondering whether the writer was 
referring to Westminster just at that partic- 
ular moment or in a much more general and 
permanent sense. But that is to digress. A 
little further on, Clark relates a meeting at 
the home of Tristan Garel-Jones held to 
assess the implications of Mrs. Thatcher’s 
insubstantial victory over Heseltine in the 
first ballot. People were starting to think the 
unthinkable: service in a Heseltine govern- 
ment. Departure from previously intransigent 
anti-Heseltine Se was evident. Said | 
Clark:- 


“Yet as I was ae it dawned on me 
that winning the election was not upper- 
most in their minds. They were most of 
them 20 years younger than me, carving 
out their own career prospects and wanting 
to identify with the new winner... The 
consensus did in fact build up for Douglas 
Hurd... It was only when I got back here, 
at ten minutes to one a.m., that it dawned 
on me. At least five of the people in that 
room fancied themselves as ‘new gener- 
ation’ candidates. They want Douglas, but 
as a caretaker. They’re not quite ready 
themselves. As we were breaking up, one 
— it could have been William [Waldegrave] 
— actually said: ‘If we put John [Major] 
in, he’ll be there for 25 years.” 


Hardly likely on present form! However, 
the point is made. Every little careerist in 
the assembled company — and that means 
virtually all except the older ones — was 
thinking, not about the good of Britain, nor 
even about the good of the Tory Party, but 
solely about his own future prospects of 


being party leader and PM. Par for the 
course again! 


Clark goes on to relate how he and the 
others could see that Mrs. Thatcher’s 
position was becoming untenable and that, 
now that she could not be saved, the 
important thing was to stop Heseltine. The 
game had become one of finding the 


_ candidate most likely to beat Goldilocks. 


Evident in his narrative, however, is the way 
in which he was struck by how so many of | 
those who a short time previously had been 
almost kissing the feet of the Iron Lady were 
showing total unconcern at her demise, 


barely giving an appreciative mention to her 
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(Contd. from prev. page) 
and seeming totally to forget that they owed 
to her everything they had in the way of 
promotion to ministerial office. Should he 
have really been so surprised? Surely by this 
stage of his political life a man like Alan 
Clark ought to have known something about 
the despicable opportunism, ambitious greed 
and contemptible disregard for loyalty that 
go to constitute the make-up of the average 
politician of our times. 

Clark’s revulsion against these people was 
especially strong when focused on his near 
namesake Kenneth Clarke, now Home 
Secretary. Speaking of Maggie Thatcher, he 
says:- 

“If she does stand again we are in a log 

jam; the only people who will join in the 


contest are w...s like Clarke, who are not 
worth 25 votes.’’ 


And a little further on:- 

‘Also in there, loathsomely conspiring was 

little Kenneth Clarke. [Together with Chris 

Patten and Malcolm Riffkind| Her three 

great ill-wishers!”’ 

As everyone now knows, Mrs. Thatcher 
did not stand again, and in the final contest 
the runners were Heseltine, Hurd and 
Major. After the latter’s victory had been 


announced, Clark was ascending some stairs 


in the House making for the Members’ 
Lobby, and... 
‘*... I heard the top door open in a rush, 
and there, quite alone, wild-eyed and head 
to head, stood Heseltine. 
‘* ‘Hallo, Michael,’ I said. He made no 
answer, rushed past. He could say he had 
‘cut’ me. But he was a zombie, shattered.’’ 


All of which is quite believable. As for 
Major, he was, as Clark makes quite clear, 
the ‘Stop-Heseltine’ candidate. In that regard 
he served his purpose admirably. As to 
whether he had any credentials to suggest he 
could lead the country, that appeared to be 
a matter of quite minor importance. In the 
two and a half years following, Britain has 
‘been paying the bill for this sickening Tory 
palace revolution and its outcome. From 
Thatcher to Major we have fallen from the 
frying pan into the fire. In the course of the 
transition we have caught a glimpse of some 
of the lesser figures in the drama — night- 
time rats, eyes darting, scuttling first in one 
direction and then in the other as personal 
advantage dictated. Judging by the news, it 
won’t be long before they’re at it again; for 
Major’s stock as Premier can scarcely be 
higher than Maggie’s was a few short weeks 
before her spectacular fall in 1990. Just one 
or two more lost by-elections and John will 
be for the chop — but not -because he is 
leading Britain down the tubes, only because 
he is endangering Tory constituency major- 
ities and the seats of their twitching incum- 
bents. Mark our words, it will not be a 
million days and nights before those who 
now come before the TV cameras affirming 
their loyalty to John Major and their 
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conviction that he is the best ‘man to be. 


Prime Minister will be convening in smoke- 
filled rooms sharpening their knives in 
readiness to bring about his demise. The 
type doesn’t change. British politics continue 
on their time-honoured way. The ‘‘smell of 
decay” gets stronger. Democracy lives on! 


The Danes capitulate; 
Federalists’ arrogance rises 
It was always predictable that Denmark’s 
second referendum on the Maastricht Treaty 
would result in a ‘yes’ vote. After the Danes 
had dared to defy the globalists and return a 
narrow majority against the treaty last year 
they were certain to be the targets of a 
massive and sustained campaign of -propa- 
ganda, combined with intimidation, designed 
to make them mend their ways. The Euro- 
pean Big Brother will not tolerate insubord- 
ination, as they have found to their cost. 
The very holding of a further referendum 
was itself a mockery of the ‘democratic’ 
principles on which referenda are supposed 
to be based, and was in fact a direct insult to 
the Danish people who had given their 
verdict on Maastricht. That should have 
been the end of the matter — but no! The 
rulers of ‘democracy’, you see, allow refer- 
enda for one purpose only: to obtain the 
people’s endorsement of the policies on 
which they (the rulers) have decided. If the 
people vote as the rulers desire, that is a 
victory for ‘democracy’ and it demonstrates 
how just and fair those rulers are in putting 


the matter to the people for their approval. 


If, on the other hand, the people should be 
so unreasonable as to vote the other way, 
the rulers’ reaction is like that of a school- 
teacher towards a pupil who has come into 
the classroom with a piece of unsatisfactory 
homework. He is told curtly to go back 
home, do it again and next time to get it 

t! This is precisely what happened to the 


erring children of the Danish electorate. 


The manner in which the Danes were 
dragooned into voting as their masters 
required bore close resemblance to that in 
which the White South Africans were 
persuaded a year or so back to vote for 
reforms proposed by their ‘liberal’ Govern- 
ment for the ending of Apartheid. There was 
no question of presenting the pros and cons 
in even balance. The leading politicians and 
almost the whole of the mass media 
campaigned overwhelmingly for a ‘yes’ 
vote, with the ‘no’ lobby condemned to 
operate with comparatively tiny resources. 
Nor was there the slightest attempt at serious 
argument or debate. The electorate was 
simply threatened, blackmailed and intim- 
idated and (much like the Irish) bribed into 
giving the ‘correct’ verdict. As the Daily 
Mail admitted on May 17th with a headline: 
“ ‘Fearful’ Danes are ready to say Yes to 
Maastricht.’’ On the one hand there were 
dire predictions of economic ruin if the vote 
went against the Treaty, while on the other 
there were promises of tax cuts if the Danes 
were good boys and girls and said ‘Ja’. In 
the first case this was most certainly a lie 


and in the second a very probable lie — 
rather like the ‘‘Read my lips’’ piece of 
theatre with which George Bush gave an 
assurance to the American voters against the 
tax increases which he later shamelessly 
introduced after they had swallowed the 
promise and re-elected him. 

Had the Danish voters been of sturdier 
stuff they would have resented both the 
insult delivered to them by rejection of the 
first referendum and the holding of a 
second, and also the attempts to get them to 
vote ‘Yes’ in the latter by way of threats and 
bribes, and would have shown their anger by 
delivering an even bigger ‘No’ to the polit- 
icians who had treated them with such 
arrogance and contempt. Today’s Danes, 
however, are for the most part very different 
from the old Vikings and Jutes from whom 
they are descended; they have been sub- 
jected to decades of ‘liberal’ influences and, 
like so many of the British, been thoroughly 
softened up. They did as they were ordered, 
and gave in. 

Now that the Danes have atoned for their 
previous misdemeanours and delivered the 
verdict their (and  Europe’s) rulers 
demanded, the Euro lobby in Britain is all 
agloat and is telling us that this is the end of 
the matter. Cried Mr. Major: ‘We need 
now to put the parliamentary wrangles 
behind us and get on with doing business in 
Europe.” In other words, the result in 
Denmark has concluded the debate. But 
some will be so impertinent as to ask: why 
was this rule not adopted following the 
outcome of the first Danish referendum? 
Why then did they not all say that this was 
the end of the matter, the Danes had decided 


. and we should now put the wrangles behind 


us, etc., etc.? But there is a further 
consideration, and this was admirably 
articulated by Keith Waterhouse, writing in 
the Daily Mail on May 20th. Referring to 
Mr. Major in terms of cricketing metaphors, 
he said:- 


‘‘The Captain voices the hope that the 
Danish Yes vote will enable his Second XI 
to ‘put behind us’ the tedious wranglings 
over Maastricht. I call this brass nerve. 
You would think it was Britain, not 
Denmark, that had just had a referendum. 
“Indeed the Government had almost 
succeeded in deluding itself that we have. 
Ever since our man in Copenhagen tipped 
him off that a qualified thumbs up was 
likely, the Captain has been relying on the 
Danes to give him a surrogate go-ahead on 
complete ratification of the treaty. 

‘* ‘The Danish vote enables Mr. Major to 
claim a decisive victory over Tory Euro- 
Sceptics,’ reported the papers yesterday. 
What a triumph — and why stop there? 
Why not get the Danes to vote in our by- 
elections? They could have won Newbury 
for the Tories had the Captain played his 
cards right. Why not get them to settle our 
parliamentary votes? Instead of shepherding 
MPs into the Aye or No lobbies, the whips 
would simply ring up the. Berlinsker 
Tidende and ask them what the Dane in the 
street thinks of it.” 


Spearhead couldn’t have put it better. 


THE POPULATION TIME-BOMB 


JOHN TYNDALL examines how the birth-control racket is 
working against the British and other white peoples 


THERE ARE some truths in this world 
that are so blazingly obvious that one 
would almost have to be half-witted not to 
recognise them. Yet when a nation’s 
rulers and educated classes become 
infected with ‘liberal’ thinking, it seems 


that the more glaring the truth the more ` 


emphatically does public policy reject it. 

-This was never better demonstrated than 
in an article headed ‘Babies Mean Power’, 
written by Dr. David Coleman and published 
in The Sunday Express on May 2nd. Dr. 
Coleman was described by the paper as 
Lecturer in Demography at Linacre College, 
Oxford — which would seem to put him on 
some kind of pedestal of authority in matters 
concerning population growth and decline. 

It becomes quite clear, as one has one 
proceeded about a third of the way through 
the article, that the writer’s choice of title is 
not a clarion call to his own people to breed 
and multiply but rather the statement of an 
axiom that is believed by unenlightened 
governments who need tuition in global 
responsibility by the likes of himself. 
Perhaps indeed Dr. Coleman does recognise, 
as he says, that babies mean power. But like 
all good liberals and globalists he seems to 
repudiate power itself as being of any impor- 
tance. ‘“Babies are not normally associated 
with power,’’ he says in his opening words, 
‘*but in fact babies, or at least the birthrate 
in different parts of the world, are an 
incredibly high-profile political issue. They 
can actually set the agenda for govern- 
ments.’’ And he continues:- 


‘‘The link between population growth and 
politics and demographic rivalries between 
countries and between nations within 
countries has a long history.” 


He then goes on to cite examples of the 
tendency, beginning with the concern of the 
leaders of Israel over the high birthrate of 
Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza. 
Also mentioned is the effect on the European 
balance of power of France’s reduced birth- 
rate during the 19th century by contrast to 
those of Britain and Germany. ‘‘The 
French,’’ he said, blamed their defeat by the 
Germans in 1871, and the near-disaster of 
1914-18, on their lower birthrate.’’ Actually, 
the sizes of the respective armies in the 
Franco-German war of 1870-71 were about 
equal and the German victory was gained by 
superior generalship and more efficient 
deployment. Nevertheless, it remains a valid 
point that greater numbers, had the French 
possessed them, might have compensated for 
this imbalance. 


- DANGER TO ULSTER? 


Dr. Coleman goes on to mention the 
effects of population ratios in the present 


Balkans conflict and the one-time Soviet 
policy of encouraging high birthrates as a 
basis for large armies. He then brings us 


nearer home by alluding to the tendency of 


Catholics to outbreed Protestants in Northern 
Ireland, but then says: ‘‘... even a demo- 
grapher has to admit that demography isn’t 
everything. Forecasts of Republicans being 
able to outvote Unionists within 30 years are 
likely to be highly exaggerated, and it may 
never happen at all.” 

No, it may not. On the other hand it may. 
Should we be indifferent to such a question? 
Dr. Coleman would seem to be, for the 
whole tenor of his examination of these 
phenomena is one of olympian detachment. 
Superior people like Oxford professors, it 
seems, should be above such trivial matters 
as international movements of power and the 


effects these have on the strengths or 7 


weaknesses of nations in relation to their 
rivals. The fact that France was over- 
whelmingly the leading European nation up 
to 1815 and that in the subsequent century 
she lost this supremacy to both Britain and 
Germany seems dismissed as an issue of 
purely academic interest. It certainly was 


rather more than this to 
the French, as their 
experiences in 1871 and 
1914-18 underlined. 
Now that Britain has 
settled down to a birth- 
rate considerably inferior 
to that of France during 
the 19th century, we can 
anticipate a shifting of 
the international balance 
of power which will 
work increasingly to our 
disadvantage in the years 
ahead. Just in whose 
favour this shift will 
proceed depends on 
which other nations opt 
to have large families 
and which do not. At the 
present time, as Dr. 
Coleman indicates, the 
tendency is for all 
developed white nations 
to be relatively infertile 
while many non-white 
ones are breeding at 
great speed. If this 
remains the pattern for 
the future, the external 
threat to us will become 
more racial than nat- 
ional. There is no 
certainty, however, that 
the trend will not 
change, with some 


developed white nations reverting to a high- 
birthrate policy, in which case Britain will 
face further eclipse by peoples of approx- 
imately similar capability but more prolific 
in their output of children. 


U.S.S.R. AND U.S.A. 


Dr. Coleman devotes much of the later 
part of his article to an examination of 
different birthrates among people inhabiting 
the same national territories but belonging to 
diverse ethnic groups, in particular those of 
the United States and the former USSR. Of 
the latter he says:- 


66 


... the Moslem minorities in the old 
Soviet Union comprised about 15 per cent 
of the oldest age-groups, but about a third 
of the youngest, and were a growing 
proportion of a Red Army with which they 
felt unsympathetic. 

‘*Russians were on the edge of becoming a 
minority in the old Soviet Union and would 
have found it difficult to hold their empire 
together, even if its economy hadn’t 
collapsed first.” 


Then turning to America, he continues:- 
Contd. overleaf 


TEEMING MILLIONS OF THE EAST 
In India, where this picture was taken, all attempts | to 
introduce birth control practices have met with massive 
popular resistance. 
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THE POPULATION TIME- BOMB 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


‘‘In the US radical changes in immigration 
law have hugely increased immigration. 
And most of the immigrants come from 
Latin America and Asian countries with © 
high birthrates. | 

“As a result, Hispanics will overtake 
Blacks as the biggest minority soon after 
the turn of the century and ‘minorities’ will 
comprise 50 per cent of the US population 
by about 2050.” 


What the writer is saying here is of 
monumental consequence to both Russia and 
the United States. Indeed, the consequences 
for Russia have already largely materialised, 
with the break-up not only of the Soviet 
Union but of what used to be the Czarist 
Empire also. The implications for Americans 
are beginning to be felt in the startling shifts 
of voting power, which place increasing 
political muscle in the hands of minorities 
and others able to manipulate’ minorities. 
One product of this is that those of the 
original stock which built the country to its 


former greatness have virtually lost control. 


of most of the major cities already, where 
immigration and emigration, combined with 
differing birth rates, have turned the former 
minorities into majorities. As Dr. Coleman 
makes clear, give this tendency a further 
fifty or sixty years and Americans will have 
lost control of their country. 


NO RACES, ONLY INDIVIDUALS 


So what is to be done? It is here, after he 
has put the spotlight on an issue of immense 
- importance to all nations, that Dr. Coleman, 
as might be expected of an Oxford Don, 
concludes with an outpouring of tendentious 
drivel. ‘‘What can we learn from this?” he 
says, and goes on:- 

‘* .. People of non-European origin already 
comprise up to five per-cent of many 
European countries (And the rest! JHT). 
Their overseas origin need not matter. The 
essence is surely to encourage the most | 
complete participation in the national life 
and to avoid Balkanising Britain by allo- 
cating people to ‘ethnic minorities’, but 
instead to encourage, and recognise, their 
commitment to their new country as equal 
citizens.” 


And he ends:- 


‘*Treat people as equal individuals, not as 
members of self-conscious groups, and 
demography will look after itself.” 


-~ After-a pause for breath, it is difficult to 
decide what is worst about this message: its 
stunning complacency; its apparent ignor- 
ance; or its almost ethereal remoteness from 
the real world where the destinies of nations 
are determined. ‘‘Demography will look 
after itself,” Dr. Coleman says. Well this is 
very largely what it did over countless 
centuries before ‘The Pill’ was invented and 
abortion made legal and acceptable. In 
nearly all races the instinct to breed was 
taken as natural and desirable. The more 
capable races were able to support their 
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expanding numbers by better agriculture 
within their existing territories and, when 
this had reached its limit, by extension of 
those territories through external discovery, 
conquest and colonisation; then later by the 


harnessing of technology to human susten- 


ance. On the other hand, the less capable 
races, for lack of these facilities, had their 
numbers limited by huge deathrates almost 
equalling, and sometimes exceeding, their 
birthrates. This was nature’s way of keeping 
the world’s population in some kind of 


_ equilibrium with its resources. It was also’ 
nature’s way of bringing about a desirable 


upward evolution of the species; the stronger 
and more able races survived and grew at 
the expense of the weaker and less able, and 
the stronger and more able strains within 
races survived and grew likewise, leading to 
the progressive genetic improvement of 
nations — a process which operated as long 
as such nations remained faithful to those 
laws and in the meantime guarded them- 
selves against the integration of alien and 
unassimilable groups from outside. 

The decline in the birthrate of the French 
occurred of course before the introduction of 
modern birth-control devices and the later 
repeal of anti-abortion laws. One French 
friend of mine has attributed this to the 
tremendous casualty rates among the most 
vigorous young men of that nation in the 
Napoleonic wars. It may also have had 
something to do with the ideological fall-out 
resulting from the French Revolution, whose 
doctrines did much to turn people away from 
natural laws and towards a rationalist view 
of the individual’s place within the nation- 
state. I do not attempt a thorough diagnosis 
because I am not in possession of enough 
facts. Suffice it to say that the experience of 
France does not invalidate the general truth 
that demography looked after itself during 
most of the course of human development up 
to the middle-to-late 20th century, after 
which man’s conceited view that he could 
challenge the will of nature and regulate 
human breeding patterns to the world’s 
advantage became the received wisdom 
among the advanced nations of the West. 


CONVENIENT DEDUCTIONS 


Babies mean power — power to those 
races that are the most prolific in producing 
them. Even a thoroughly modern thinker like 
Dr. Coleman does not try to deny this 
reality. The good Doctor’s response, 
however, is that of the classic intellectual: 
when facts cannot be gainsaid, the deduc- 
tions made from the facts must be rearr- 


anged so as to fit in with the world of one’s 


dreams and ideals rather than the world that 
is. In a society in which the individual is all 
that matters, and no individual sees himself 
as a member of a racial group that is in 
competition for power with other racial 
groups, what power distribution results from 
differing birthrates will have no relevance: at 
all. What a pretty little scenario! Unfort- 


-unately far the likes of Dr. Coleman, it is a 


scenario likely to exist at a time somewhat 


later than that at which Jack’s beanstalk 
reaches the moon. If Europeans actually 
believe such nonsense — as one fears all too 
many of them do — it can be stated with 
certainty that non-Europeans do not believe 
it. In every white country where these non- 
Europeans have establlished their own ethnic 
and religious enclaves, they are working 
unstintingly to tip the balance of power away 
from the natives and in. their favour, and 
much of this work consists of labours in the 
bedroom and the maternity ward — some- 
thing which the uncomplicated coloured 
mind sees as the weapon of war it has 
always been since the world began. Only the 
contemporary ‘educated’ white man, in his 
assumed sophistication, thinks that we have 
done with such primitive practices. 

Dr. Coleman observes that Moslems in 
the former Soviet Union constituted in the 
final days a third of the youngest and less 
than a sixth of the oldest citizens. This is 
such an obvious consequence of higher birth- 
rates that any simpleton ought to be able to 
grasp it. And yet Britain’s chattering classes 
seem only recently to have woken up to the 
fact that social services in this country are 
coming under mounting strain because an 
increasing proportion of the elderly are 
having to be supported by a decreasing 
proportion of working people in the age- 
groups below them. There seems to be 
almost pained surprise and alarm at a 
development that ought to have been seen as 
inevitable right from the moment when birth 
control was accepted as a desirable policy 
for the nation. Did these sociological 
geniuses not think, before embarking on 
their plans, to do a little elementary 
arithmetic? Had they done so, they would 


have learned what a third-year secondary 


school pupil could have told them: that the 


end result would be a nation that would 


become one gigantic geriatric institution. But 
no! They urged us on towards their brave 
new world with all the religious fervour of 
crusaders who have witnessed the blinding 
revelation of the truth and the light — 
dismissing dissenters as reactionaries and 
would-be leaders back to the dark ages. Just 
observe the hysterics of those screeching 
females (of both sexes) who oppose Life 
campaign and other anti-abortionist move- 
ments, and you will see what I mean. 


THE FUTURE 


Right now, Britain, through its low birth- 
rate is becoming a progressively older 
nation. This means not only a relatively 
declining work force being required to pay 
the taxes to support a constantly growing 
population of pensioners, including some 
who need constant medical care; it means 
also a declining portion of the male 
population that is available to man our 
armed forces in times of national emer- 
gency. It is a measure of our national state 
of mind that not one leading personage in 
one of the leading political parties has been 
known to express public concern over this 
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trend, let alone propose that it should be 
reversed; all future policy revolves around 
acceptance of the trend as a fact and 
learning to live with it. This is the way of 
national death. 

But this is not all. Birth trends among 
population groups within Britain point to a 
growth among those sections culturally the 
furthest removed from the British Nation as 
we know it and to a relative decline in those 
sections that are the most British in their 
cultural roots. Our country, if things 


continue as at present, is simply going to 


become less British as time goes on — to the 
point where, sometime probably in the late 
21st or 22nd centuries, we are going to 
become the minority in our country just as, 
somewhat sooner, the white Americans are 
going to become the minority in theirs. 

This is more than just a matter of 
changing national identity. As this happens, 
and because of the origins of the peoples 
who are going to make it happen, Britain is 
going to become decreasingly a nation of 
First World skills and aptitudes and 
increasingly a nation whose standards are 
going to conform to Third World patterns. 
In the field of education this fact is already 
starting to manifest itself with alarming 
clarity — although such is the domination of 
‘political correctness’ over our talking 
classes that no-one in a position to discuss it 
publicly dares to do so. 

And, as in America, long before our 
people become the minority in their country, 
they are going to have to reckon with the 
newcomers enjoying increasing political 
power. In a political system such as we and 
the Americans have, that party which wishes 
to obtain a majority of votes sufficient to 
win elections is going to have to prostitute 
itself more and more to the demands of 
ethnic minority groups, who will be able to 
make and unmake leaders and governments. 
The spectacle of the contending parties vying 
with one another to fawn on the minorities 
and offer them preposterous favours has 
already reached the stage at which it reduces 
the self-respecting Briton to vomiting. 


PARTIAL SOLUTION 


There will of course be many who will 
see the solution to this problem in an end to 
further non-white immigration and the repat- 
riation of those non-Whites already here. 
Such a policy is essential, but on its own it 
is not enough. 

It does nothing to relieve Britain of the 
dangers inherent in a continuing low birth- 
rate, dangers which I have underlined in this 
article: first, the progressive ageing of our 
population and its consequent loss of vitality; 
second, the further tilting against us of the 
international balance of power. 

If we value our future we must reverse 
the trend towards small families and give 
every encouragement to larger ones. 

This is said, so far as I personally am 
concerned, in a spirit of due humility. As a 
late-marrying father of one, I am in no 
position to preach down to others on the 


KARACHI? NO, EAST LONDON! 
This i is a college of further education in the borough of Tower Hamlets, where Asians 
have established themselves as a huge part of the populace (including the voters!). 


need for more births among our people, and 
I do not assume to do so; on the contrary, I 
am one of the many millions of white 
Britons who constitute the problem we face. 
On the other hand, I am not going to accept 
that anyone is disqualified from advocating 
a necessary policy by the mere fact of not 
having himself acted in accordance with that 
policy. I am not a farmer, but this does not 
prevent me believing that British farming 
should expand rather than contract; I am not 
a country dweller but I am still entitled to 
say that the more people who live in the 
country the better. 

People make a choice not to have large 
families for a variety of reasons, some of 


, them good ones, some not. Preaching to 


them on the matter serves no useful purpose 
at all. 

This should not prevent us recognising, 
however, that a higher national birthrate is 
in general terms an absolute necessity, and 
that therefore the state should give every 
encouragement to couples to raise large 
families. 

To this there is the one qualification that 
we should not pursue quantity at the expense 
of quality. A way must be found to scale the 
incentives to procreate in accordance with 
the racial worth of the family in question. 
There are certain elements in our society 
whom we should most certainly not want to 
multiply. There are others of whom it may 
be said that the more children they have the 
better. Just how we give effect to these 
distinctions is something that belongs to 
another article. Suffice it to say here that the 
first requirement is to recognise the need, 
and then to take the view that where there’s 
a will there is usually a way. 


BRITAIN’S RESOURCES 


In answer to this, the question will be 
raised: can the territory and resources of the 


United Kingdom support a large increase in 
the British population? Common sense tells 
us that they cannot. The removal from these 
shores of some seven million or more people 
belonging to the ethnic minorities would 
most certainly provide some relief from 
present overcrowding, as would a more 
equitable dispersal of people across the 
country from the congested areas to the 
more sparsely populated ones. In the short 
term such measures would be adequate to 
cope with the consequences of a higher 
birthrate, but in time the problem would 
catch up with us and we would have to find 
room for these millions of new Britons 
which cannot be found within our existing 
boundaries. 

The answer, very simply, is a high rate of 
emigration. At times in the past we have 
managed this, and there is no reason why. 
we should not manage it again. In the after- 
math of World War II huge numbers of 
British people settled in Australia within the 
framework of a scheme organised jointly by 
the United Kingdom and Australian Govern- 
ments, part of which involved extremely 
generous travelling subsidies. Australia, 
New Zealand and Canada are all underpop- 
ulated countries. It is in all their interests to 
encourage British migrants — though at the 
present time their governments give little 
recognition of this and are doing their best 
to attract settlers from the Third World. This 
iS a passing madness, and it will not last 
forever — already the core populations of 
these countries are showing bitter resent- 
ment against their rulers’ policies of multi- 
racialism, and pressure to drop those 
policies and look to traditional sources of 
migrants can be increased if Britain shows 
its ability to supply the latter in ample 
numbers. l 
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THE POPULATION TIME-BOMB 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


Equally, it is very much in the interests of 
Britain that the countries in question become 
more rather than less Anglo-Celtic in 
population. All the trends of the past two or 
three decades have been in the reverse 
direction. Incentives to a high birthrate in 
Britain, combined with incentives to 
emigrate to Australia, New Zealand and 
Canada, can change this dramatically. It 
hardly needs stating that the degree to which 
these countries’ 
descended greatly affects the question of 
whether in time to come they grow closer to 
us or drift further away from us. And upon 
that question rests the matter of whether the 
British race, by being unified in a common 
destiny, has a future among the world’s 
great powers. 


THE GLOBALIST VIEW 


Of course, to such people as Dr. Coleman 
none of this really matters. In the global 
village of their fervid imaginations, such 


things as national power and its relationship- 


to the power of rivals is not worth a 
moment’s consideration, since there are no 
rivals anyway in that single community of 
human beings which the liberal mind 
assumes to be just around the corner. 

But the Dr. Coleman’s of this world are 
rapidly being overtaken by events and 
confounded by facts. As we move towards 
the end of the 20th century, we find that the 
nation-state idea is becoming stronger rather 
than weaker in the hearts of the people who 
really matter: those who are going to shape 
_ the future by their deeds, not merely hypo- 
thesise about it from lecture podiums at 
Oxford, Cambridge, Yale, Harvard and 
other hothouses of globalist dreaming. 

But even if we were to assume that the 
internationalists were right, that a New 
World Order really is the way of the future 
and that ‘global responsibility’, rather than 
goals of national greatness, should be our 
preoccupation, it would not really alter the 
picture where attitudes to population are 
concerned. Even a World Order, to be 
effective, needs a maximum of people with 
the skills and capabilities of the First World 
and a minimum who will beget the squalor 


and backwardness of the Third. Every. 


liberal concept — from universal ‘demo- 
cracy’ to the elmination of world poverty, 
violence and war — depends for its realis- 
ation on our ability to breed a type of human 
being far advanced in the evolutionary scale 
from thousands of millions who inhabit this 
planet today. 

So this brings us back to the statement 
that ‘‘Babies mean power.’’ They certainly 
do — even if it is only the power to shape 


SOMEONE'S BIRTHDAY? 


Trying to think of a birthday present for a 


friend or relation? Why not a year’s subscription 


to Spearhead. See rates on page 15. 
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populations are British- 


the world according to liberal ideals. We are 
talking here about babies born to parents of 
health, intelligence and character and the 
heirs of the great civilisations that have 
achieved stable societies and human better- 
ment — as distinct from those whose ances- 
tors contributed a big Zero to the progress 


‘of Man. 


It may be an immodest claim, but it is 
none the less a valid one, that no race has 
given the world more material and cultural 
benefits than the British. More of us; rather 
than fewer of us, shouid be our aim for the 
future. Call that ‘national aggrandisement’ or 


call it ‘global responsibility’. In either case, 
the truth applies with equal force. 


THE REALITIES 


But of course the ‘World Order’ of liberal 
dreams will not come to pass, and those of 
us who recognise this truth have the duty to 
prepare others for its consequences and its 
implications. This means a journey back to 
realities — realities which sometimes can be 
harsh and brutal. 

First, a reality which even the liberals and 
globalists recognise: the resources of this 
planet are finite while the breeding potent- 
ialities of mankind are not. Second, a reality 
which liberals and globalists recognise with 
equal certitude: growth in the world’s popul- 
ation is right now proceding at a much faster 
rate than any growth in resources can match. 

But now for the reality which simply is 
too much for the liberal digestion and from 
which, consequently, escape is forever 
sought by folk of this genre. The world’s 
resources being inadequate to support the 
world’s population, there is inevitably a 
struggle between population groups to 
decide which will secure the resources 
necessary to survival and which will not. 
This struggle, which has been going on 
across the ages, will continue to go on 
across limitless ages to come. There is 
absolutely nothing that can be done to stop 
it. At all times the struggle will be political 


and economic; at certain times it will 
escalate into violence and war. 

The only thing that it lies within our 
power to decide is which races will emerge 
victorious from this struggle and survive, 
and which will lose it and go under. 

This will of course depend on a number 
of things, of which the most obvious is 
capability. Which races have the skills and 
intelligence to acquire the world’s resources 
and then exploit them? But even before that, 
which races have the strength of character to 
face up to such a struggle for resources and 
the will to win it? 

But the outcome could also depend on 

numbers. When two races or nations equally 
equipped in other respects come into 
conflict, the question of which race or nation 
has the larger battalions will undoubtedly 
count. — 
Which brings us back to the first funda- 
mental: races and nations that have the 
instinct of survival will regard a high 
birthrate as a boon and a blessing; only 
those that have a death wish will regard it as 
a ‘problem’. 

And once a particular race or nation gets 
taken up with the notion that, because of the 
finite nature of the world’s resources and the 
pressure of population upon them, it is its 
duty out of ‘global responsibility’ to keep its 
numbers down, that will just be all the more 
convenient for other races and nations which 
covet such resources and which are not thus 
inhibited from numerical increase. They will 
sit back and smile at our foolishness while 
they encourage their mothers to bring forth 
ever more offspring as a basis for future 
strength. 

So we return to where we came in. Babies 
will always mean power. Right now, the 
white races have blinded themselves to this 
fact. But the rest of the world has not 
forgotten it. Will we Whites, and most 
importantly for us will the British, 
rediscover this eternal truth before it is too 
late? 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


... There’s nothing in the ‘People’ and the talk about the ‘People’ a jot more to be 
reverenced than in Kings and the Divine Right of the same. They are only men 
anyway — not Gods above the law of wrong doing and, so it seems, much of the 
windy talk in England about the inherent rightness and righteousness of lots of folks 
in a lump is skittles — nothing more than the old bunkum about the Divine Right of 
Kings transferred to an ungetable fetish which isn't responsible for its own actions. 

You can’t indict the People and cut their heads off for evil practices, and for myself 
| like a responsible person whose head | can help to cut off if need be. | suppose all 
this is mildly out of date, but I’ve had the horror of seeing the result of a few 

‘popular’ movements, when the regular administrators received a mandate to do 
certain things and the ‘People’ lost interest in the show, as they always do, and the 
luckless administrators were left alone to fight out all the sorrow and sin and dirt and 
filth and disease that the ‘People’ (who are above the law) so light-heartedly 


scattered for others to reap. 


There are in life such things as special knowledge, training, obedience, order, 
discipline, and views that extend beyond the eyes of the seer. How the deuce can 
you expect a million men keenly interested in their own domestics to have these 
things? ‘The People’ is Mrs. Harris. There ain't no such person. There are men and 
women and interests and communities but there’s no clear-eyed impeccable overseer 


of all interests, as the papers pretend... 


RUDYARD KIPLING 
Letter quoted in The Kipling Papers 


THE GREAT FINANCIAL FRAUD 


RICHARD PORTER explains why your High Street bank is so 
anxious to lend you money 


IN a remarkabably candid statement to 
the teaching staff of Texas University, a 
Bank of England director in the 1920s 
proclaimed this truth:- 


‘‘Banking was conceived in iniquity and 
born in sin. Bnakers own the earth. 
Take it away from them but leave them 
the power of creating money, and with a 
flick of the pen they would create enough 
money to buy it back again! Take this 
great power away from them and great 
fortunes like mine will disappear, for then 
this would be a better and happier world 
to live in. But if you wish to be the 
slaves of bankers and pay the cost of 
your own Slavery, then continue to 
permit bankers to create and control 
money.’’ 


One member of the Rothschild family 
once stated: - 


**Gold has been and always will be the 
irresistible power. Handled by expert 
hands it will always be the most useful 
lever for those who possess it, and the 
object of envy for those who do not. With 
gold we can fix the rate of all values, the 
current prices of all products, can sub- 
sidise all state loans and therefore hold 
the states to our mercy. Already the 
principal banks, the exchange of the 
world, is in our hands.” 


For several centuries now, super-rich 
bankers, through the loans they have made 
to rulers and monarchs, have worked their 
way into their confidence to become 
‘advisers’ to governments. In particular, we 
find the Rothschilds forming friendships with 
the most influential personages in the land. 
We find Alfred Rothschild going to 10 
Downing Street every morning to see 
Asquith, who was Prime Minister from 1908 
to 1915 and who set ‘‘great store on his 
(Rothschild’s) advice.” We then see the 
same Rothschild having regular consult- 
ations with Lloyd George when he was 
Prime Minister, Lloyd George inviting him 
to sit in on important cabinet meetings. We 
see the same Rothschild making daily visits 
to Lord Kitchener at the War Office. Appar- 
ently Kitchener was ‘‘on terms of the 
deepest intimacy” with Alfred Rothschild, 
from whom he received ‘‘valuable 
presents. ’’ 

‘ Another very close friend of the Roth- 
schild family was Field Marshal Haig. When 
Haig was made Commander-in-Chief of the 
British Army in World War I the first 
definite information that reached him with 
regard to his promotion came not from 
Asquith, the PM, but from his close friend 
Mr. Leopold de Rothschild. This Rothschild 


informed Haig that ‘‘all had been satis-. 


factorily arranged.’’ Haig’s private secretary 
was Sir Philip Sassoon. Haig is only remem- 


bered today, if he is remembered at all, as 
the principal architect of the insane frontal 
assaults on the German lines which cost the 


lives of hundreds of thousands of British’ 


soldiers. 

Members of exactly the same Rothschild 
family were ‘‘friends and advisers” to both 
the French Government and the German 
Kaiser. It seems incredible to me that it 
didn’t occur to Haig or Kitchener that all 
these .Rothschilds would be working in 
collusion with each other. The Kaiser did at 
least eventually grasp this simple fact, but it 
was then too late to save Germany. 

The British branch of the Rothschild 
family knew all about the Dardanelles 
expedition at a time when it was supposed to 
be to secret. Some might say no wonder the 
Turks knew we were coming and were well 
prepared! This abortive expedition cost the 
lives of thousands of troops of the British 
Empire, mainly from the United Kingdom, 
Australia and New Zealand. 


These above examples are given merely as 
a few tiny illustrations of the influence of 
super-rich bankers on British affairs. They 
are taken from the booklet by Arnold Leese 
appropriately called Gentile Folly and the 
Rothschilds. Long ago it was stated that few 
governments were in a position to say that 
they did not bear the golden chains of the 
House of Rothschild. 


BEHIND ALL THOSE 
T.V. BANK ADVERTS 


Contrary to all the glossy television 
advertisements about the kind and generous 
services offered by the banks to their 
customers, every year those banks destroy 
thousands of people’s businesses and lives, 
driving many to despair and ‘some to suicide, 

Contd. overleaf 


ANOTHER BANKRUPTCY 
All over Britain the banking system i is 
delivering honest businesses to ruin 
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THE GREAT FINANCIAL FRAUD 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


by their high interest rates and high-pressure 
tactics. 

In recent years we have witnessed a 
massive TV advertising campaign encour- 
aging the use of credit cards and encour- 
aging people to borrow money at high 


interest. As a direct consequence, many get. 


‘into crippling debt which they can never 
repay. To add insult to injury, the banks 
then have the effrontery to add ‘service 
charges’ to their clients’ accounts. 

In Britain an all-time record number of 
businesses are now going bust, as bank 
customers struggle in vain to keep up with 
repayments of interest and capital on their 
loans. The labour of years is brought to 
nothing as more go under — shattering the 
lives of many and throwing large numbers 
on the dole. To ward off the inevitable, 
some borrow more money to pay the interest 
on the money they have already borrowed, 
while others take out second mortgages on 
their houses. 

One young man who was once a partner 
in a small firm employing two dozen people 
mortgaged his house and worked round the 


clock to try and save his business, but- 


finally succumbed. His firm was destroyed 
by impossible interest rates and the pig- 
headed and callous attitude of his ‘friendly 
neighbourhood bank’. His business and 
machinery were bought up lock, stock and 
barrel for a mere song by a big combine that 
may well have been in league with the 
banks. 

.The truth is that the banks own most of 
the real estate in Britain. Someone once 
wrote: ‘‘Theoretically, virtually the streets 
of the whole world are mortgaged to the 
banking system.’’ 

Every year the banks are forced to write 
off millions in debt. It doesn’t hurt them a 
bit, as what they paid out in the loans in the 
first place was only book-entry money 
brought into existence by a few strokes of 
the pen (or entries on a computer). They 
have ‘written off’ billions in debt owed by 
corrupt Third World governments, many of 
whose leaders live in the lap of luxury. They 
try to recoup this loss by upping their 
charges and interest ‘rates to their customers 
in the developed world. 

In contrast to this, thousands of British 
` people are losing their homes because they 
cannot keep up with their mortgage repay- 
ments. A hundred thousand in this country 
are now said to be sleeping rough on the 
streets, and elderly folk are dying of cold in 
: the winter because they cannot afford 
heating bills. 

In the Political Register XVIII of ee 
1810 William, Cobbett wrote: - 

“I set to work to read the Act of Parlia- 

ment by which the Bank of England was 

created. The investors knew well what they 
were about. Their design was to mortgage 


by degrees the whole of the country... 
lands... houses... labour. The scheme has 
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produced what the world never saw... 
starvation in the midst of abundance.” 


BANKS GUILTY OF FRAUD 


According to any dictionary definition of 
the word, every director of a bank and every 
bank manager (whether knowingly or not) is 
guilty of a fraud and hoax against his or her 
individual clients and against the British 
people as a whole. 

The dictionary defines fraud as ‘‘decep- 
tion, deliberately practised trickery.’’ Well, 
whether the term ‘deliberately’ applies to the 
average high street bank manager or not, 
this definition most certainly fits the actions 
of the senior heads of the banks, who must 
know what they are doing. 

Banks pretend to lend their clients money 
at interest in order to make a profit. In 


‘reality, a bank, as stated before, merely 


makes an entry in a computer file which 
brings into existence a sum of money that 
did not exist before. The money thus created 
is then ‘loaned’ to the customer, usually by 


means of a ‘credit’ to his account, which he . 


spends by writing cheques. As everyone 
knows, banks make these ‘loans’ against real 
wealth as colateral — usually land or 
buildings. If the customer fails to repay the 
loan plus interest, the bank is allowed by the 
law to make good its ‘loss’ by seizing its 
client’s property. Loans and interest are 
repaid in real money which has to be 
worked for. By a few computer entries the 
bank then makes the money disappear — as 
if by a conjuring trick. 

To create money out of nothing is to make 
a legally valid claim on all goods and 
services for no return — which is also fraud. 

Why our parties and politicians won’t put 
an end to this racket and introduce an honest 
money system in its place was made clear 
enough by the Rothschild family themselves. 
On June 25th 1863 the Rothschild Brothers 
sent out a letter to Messrs. Ikleheimer, 
Morton & Vandergould at No. 3 Wall 
Street, New York, which included the 
following passage setting out the system by 


which banks monopolise the creation, 


control and distribution of a nation’s 
money:- 


“The few who understand the system... 
will either be so interested in its profits or 
so dependent on its favours that there will 
be no opposition from that class, while on 
the other hand the great body of people 
mentally incapable of comprehending the 
tremendous advantages that capital derives 
from the system will bear its burdens 
without complaint and perhaps even without 
suspecting that the system is inimical to 
them.” 


We are the mugs who bear the burdens. | 
That some political leaders know how the 


system operates and are unwilling or afraid 


to do anything about it was made clear by 
Winston Churchill in his Romanes lecture in 
1930. Speaking of our economic and 
monetary ills, he said:- 
 ‘“‘Governments and the various parties 
moving in the political sphere dare not 


proclaim the proper remedies in their 
completeness even if they. knew them.” 


RESTORING THE CREATION 
AND CONTROL OF MONEY 
TO THE CROWN 


On the 22nd December 1964 Captain 
Henry Kirby, MP, called upon the House of 
Commons to support the motion that:- 


‘The continued issue of all the mzans of 
exchange — be they coin, banknotes or 
credit largely passed on by cheque — by 
private firms as an interest-bearing debt 
against the public should cease forthwith; 
that the sovereign power and duty of 

` issuing money should be returned to the 
Crown, then be put into circulation free of 
debt and interest obligations, as a public 
service, not as a private opportunity for 
profit and control for no tangible returns to 
the British people... so as to ensure the 
State and Nation the benefits of that 
emission and relieve them of the immense 
and growing burdens of a parasitical 
national and private debt; and to make 
certain that control passes to the taxed and 
is taken out of the hands of the present 
hidden unlawful beneficiaries of taxation... 
this House calls upon Her Majesty’s 
Government to introduce the required 
legislation... to assure unprecedented 
prosperity with true sovereignty and 
liberty.” 


If our cowardly and contemptible polit- 
icians had supported Captain Kirby on this 
motion we would now have an honest money 
system and vastly reduced taxation. We 
could have become the most prosperous 
nation on earth. But the Members of Parlia- 
ment we vote for, then as now, looked after 
their own interests and faithfully served the 
bankers who are ruining Britain. They voted 
against the motion. 


REASONS FOR THE GERMAN 
AND JAPANESE ‘MIRACLES’ 

The true reasons why Hitler was able to 
turn an economic disaster and massive 
unemployment in Germany into an amazing 
economic recovery with almost full employ- 
ment were because: (1) He cancelled 
Germany’s National Debt; (2) He confis- 
cated the power of the Jewish money barons 
and returned the creation and control of 
money back to the German Nation, releasing 
debt and interest-free money as a service to 
the nation; (3) He introduced a barter system 
for foreign trade. 

After World War II the control of money 
in Germany, as everywhere else, was 
returned to the international bankers, but 
Germany started the post-war years with no 
National Debt. This explains her phenom- 
enal recovery to become the richest and 
most powerful nation in Europe. 

Likewise, the real reason for the success 
of Japan since the end of the same war is 
that the Japanese control their own money 
system and are served by politicians who put 
Japan’s interests first. The Japanese take 
advantage of the General Agreement on 


THE ECONOMY: TIME FOR A 


REAL CHANGE OF COURSE 


Both Keynesianism and Thatcherism have failed, says 
DANIEL BRETT. There remains nationalism 


IN a capitalist economy such as Britain’s, 
the means of providing the basic con- 
ditions needed for sustenance (land, raw 
materials, factories, machines and so on) 
are for the most part owned by a relat- 
ively small proportion of the population 
rather than by the public at large. The 
way in which this ownership has devel- 
oped over the generations has resulted in 
a wealth-owning class which pays little 
heed to the national or public interest but 
is concerned almost solely with the consol- 
idation of its own power. 

William Henry Vanderbilt (1821-25), an 
American millionaire railway owner once 
said: ‘‘The public be damned. I am working 
for my shareholders.’’ This attitude pre- 
dominates amiong large-scale proprietors in 
Britain today. And recently privatised 
industries, especially monopolies such as 
British Telecom and British Gas, are simil- 
arly unaccountable to the British people, 
who have no option but to use their services; 
their obligations are wholly to stock market 
speculators and corporate shareholders. 

In the laissez-faire economy of the 19th 
century, government involvement in the 
economy was generally viewed with sus- 
picion as an infringement of economic 
liberty, and public expenditure was seen as 
a necessary evil to be restrained at all times. 
Coming forward to the present century, the 
inter-war years are sometimes called the 
‘golden age’ of Treasury control. Economic 
depression resulting from a failure of capit- 
alism enabled government of the day to 
practise a firm monetarist policy (controlling 
inflation by limiting the quantity of money in 
the economy) and to keep down public 
expenditure — in the belief that industry and 
world trade could only develop if there was 
confidence that the currency would hold its 
value. : 


INVASION 
More imported 
cars pile up on 
a quayside 
somewhere in 
Britain. The 
‘free market’ in 
this and other 
sectors has 
wrecked our 
domestic 
industry. 


Yet the economic depression persisted. 
The classical economists had argued that 
unemployment would precipitate a fall in 
wages, which would automatically restore 
high employment because profits would rise 
and more people would be taken on by 
employers. Yet although wages did fall, 
unemployment persisted. It is important that 
we take a look at what happened then to 
understand what is happening now. 


KEYNES’ SOLUTION 


John Maynard Keynes proposed a solution 
to the problems of laissez-faire economics 
that had risen to previously unimagined 
levels. He suggested that in times of slump 
the state should stimulate the economy by 
increasing the level of aggregate demand, 
using its gigantic purchasing power to buy 
materials, provide education, build roads and 
so on. The effect of this would be to 
stimulate demand throughout the economy 
(more roads require the production of more 
road-building. materials). The financing of 
the increased expenditure would not be met 
by raising taxation — that would be 
defeating the Keynesian objective — but by 
creating a budget deficit. 

Keynesianism ran into many difficulties. 
It is only a short-term solution to a long- 
term problem. The rising inflation from 


1967 onwards was entirely due to the growth 


in money supply outstripping the growth in 
output. Increases in money supply do not 
raise aggregate demand, not at least in the 
long term. They may raise demand within a 
period of six months to a year, but soon 
higher prices cancel out any increased 
purchasing power generated by higher 
wages. Thus after a year or less we have 
inflation. To counter this, governments cut 
down on the money supply, and output and 


employment fall back again. Then the cycle 
is repeated again and again. The effect of 
this over a number of years is for inflation 
generally to continue, merely rising faster in 
some periods than in others. 


AWAY FROM KEYNES 


Margaret Thatcher ended the Keynesian 
era and introduced what became known as 
monetarism, “combined with free-market 
economics. While Keynesianism had some- 
what ameliorated the boom-slump cycle, 
Thatcherism caused it to be much harsher in 
its effect on British people. 

Thatcherite monetarism did not work as 
had been promised. Until 1984, investment 
and output were actually below pre-1979 
levels, and even after that the climb was 
sluggish. The balance of trade moved ever 
deeper into the red, and in 1980 and 1981 
the growth of the economy actually went 
into reverse when the great industrial ‘shake- 
up’ occurred. After that it remained erratic 
and as a rule compared unfavourably with 
those of rival economies. | 

The effect of tax reductions for the 
wealthy saw the balance of payments plunge 
into deficit from mid-1987, as more and 
more goods were sucked in from abroad. By 
1989 Britain was running the largest trade 
deficit in its entire history. 


FAILURE OF GROWTH 


In October 1985 a report from the House 
of Lords Select Committee on Overseas 
Trade made a crushing indictment of. 
Britain’s failure to generate adequate 
economic growth. The report predicted 
increased unemployment and yet more 
balance-of-payments crises in the long run. 
Yet the Government’s continued 
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unwillingness to undertake direct public 
expenditure on infra-structure saw the 
country entering the 1990s with a decaying 
19th century sewer network, roads in a state 
of disrepair, unmodernised railways and a 
disturbing lack of industrial development, 
partly caused by the propensity of the 
wealthy to invest abroad. 


On the other hand, investors from the. 


United States, Japan and Germany have 
added to Britain’s problems. Although they 
provide employment due to the general low 
wage level in this country, profits earned 
from foreign firms operating. here are 
diverted back to those countries from which 
the capital comes. It will not be long before 
there is no such thing as British industry; 
what used to go under that name is now 
largely owned by foreign-based multi- 
nationals whose owners have no interest 
whatever in the welfare of the British 


people. 


In the future, if present policies continue, 


Britain will become increasingly immersed 
in federal Europe by way of the Maastricht 
Treaty. Economic policy will be dictated by 
bureaucrats in Brussels and bankers in 
Frankfurt. Decisions in Britain will become 


irrelevant. Industry will be concentrated 
more and more in mainland Europe, with 
Britain’s skilled workers leaving this country 
with a decaying industry raped and pillaged 
by foreign multi-nationals. We will certainly 
be the paupers of Europe. 


THE ALTERNATIVE 


There is one alternative that Britain has 
not attempted: a command economy based 
on economic nationalism. This would enable 
the following: (a) Government co-ordination 
of economic forces in the national interest; 


(b) A long-term plan for industrial develop- 


ment and growth of the kind that has been 
the foundation of Japanese success; (c) 
Prudent regulation of the money supply so 
as to generate growth without inflation; (d) 
Protection of British industry against imports 
and against the invasion of foreign capital. 

It must be stressed that a command 
economy does not have to mean the stifling 
of all initiative by a centralised bureaucracy, 
as led to the collapse of Soviet Communism. 

A command economy would allow the 
state to plan and direct the allocation of 
resources with particular regard to deter- 
mining the proportions allowed to consump- 
tion and investment. It would also enable the 
state to use its power to ensure that invest- 
ment was channeled into British industry 
rather than going abroad. 


Planning and regulation along these lines 
could make possible the attainment of full 
employment. Inflation could also be avoided 
by the money supply being carefully regu- 
lated in accordance with real economic 
growth and by the money in question being 
issued debt-free instead of, as at present, as 
loans made with interest. 

I believe that only the British National 
Party has the leadership and policies to 
create increased productivity, economic 
stability and full employment. It is not just 
enough to have an economic programme and 
the planning that goes with it. There is a 
need for strength of an ideal and intensity of 
leadership. This way, the-nation can act in 
solidarity with its leadership, developing 
mutual trust to provide the great fruits of 
nationalism much needed in Britain at this 
hour. In my view the BNP provides just 
this. I believe that in my lifetime such a 
government will establish itself, thanks to 
people like John Tyndall, who have kept the 
vision alive. But we still have a long way to 
go to replace the present system which is the 
cause of so much of our misery. 


Daniel Brett, the writer of this article, is 
currently a student of Economics, Media 
Studies and British Government, Politics and 
Law. He is a member of the British National 
Party and also Secretary of the Essex branch 
i! the a for an Independent Britain. 


A REASONED LOOK AT RACISM 


DAVID ELDERS looks behind the frantic campaign now 
being mounted to ‘educate’ children in our schools against 


the idea of preference for their own kind 


A COMPELLING VIEW into the mind of 
the ‘anti-racist’ can be obtained by seeing 
and listening to members of the parties of 
the establishment when they are discussing 
the subject of ‘racism’. The racism talked 
about, of course, is always that of Whites 
as shown towards non-Whites, never the 
other way round. 

That only Whites can be racist is just one 
of certain perpetuated myths as to what 
racism is, and why it exists.Others include 
the idea that racism is an evil created by the 
White Man because of his fear of other 
races; and that children are not born racists 

‘but educated’ into being such by older 
racists; finally that multi-racialism is the 
desirable goal of society and that every step 
towards it is good. 

- The truth is of course very different. 

It isa fact that racism by non-Whites 
towards Whites is at least on an equal 
footing to that of Whites towards non- 
Whites, and in some places far more 
common (and deadly). This also dispels the 
myth that racism is something created by the 
white peoples of the world for their own 
gain. 
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Surely too, if children were not born with 
racist tendencies there would be no need 
incessantly to ram multi-racialism down their 
throats in order to ‘educate’ them (the 
excuse that a few of these children might be 
subject to the influence of older racists is 
inadequate to explain the enormous scale of 
this ‘education’ — after all, aren’t most 
adults supposed to be non-racist and racists 
a despised minority?). 


A NATURAL ESSENCE 


To any intelligent person the frenzied: 


drive to ‘educate’ children against racism is 
entirely contradictory to the theory of the 
multi-racialists; ‘it suggests that racism is 
something that „1S untaught, unlearned, 
something not to'be gained through exper- 
ience but which is inherited genetically. 
How else could it be explained that such 
a common thread of human instinct, 
behaviour and idealism is unchanging across 
generations, even though the tide of 


‘education’ and propaganda against it is ever 
increasing? Surely if racism is on the 
increase, as the ‘anti-racists’ continually tell 
us it is — despite their increasing ‘anti- 


racist’ propaganda — it would suggest that 
that propaganda is having little or no effect 
and that the propagandists are up against 
natural forces of human instinct that they 
cannot change! : 
Perhaps Ivor Benson stated the ‘natural 
essence’ of racism in his book “ond Zionist 
Factor, thus:- 


‘*The entire history of the human race will 
confirm that man is essentially a social 
animal and that he needs, as one of the 
first requirements of his moral health, the 
security provided by a sense of community 
or sense of belonging, which is something 
he has never been able to find hitherto 
except in some circumscribed group or 
community made up of individuals much 
the same as himself.” 


What this means is that man will always 
feel a natural affinity, trust in and loyalty 
towards other people belonging to his own 
racial stock. Naturally, this feeling of racial 
affinity will be stronger in some members of 
the group than in others, but within the 


‘group as a whole it will always be self- 


evident. 
- Contd. on next page 


The consequence of accepting this truth is 
that as soon as an unassimilable racial 
element is introduced into the group there 
will begin a downward spiral of disunity and 
confusion, which if left unchecked can have 
no other result than the destruction of the 
host group. And long before that stage of 
destruction is reached the group will have 
become gravely weakened in its ability to 
compete with other groups which have not 
been torn asunder by racial division. Witness 
the uncompetitiveness of today’s multi-racial 
western nations in relation to mono-racial 
Japan. 

Racism is, therefore, a natural defence 
mechanism aimed at ensuring that the racial 
group is able to attain its full potential and 
hold its own in competition (and occasion- 
ally in conflict) with other racial groups. 


EXAMPLES FROM HISTORY 


From the dawn of civilisation, : white 
societies have recognised’ the truth con- 
cerning the necessity of preventing racial 
integration, and have acted accordingly. 

From the ancient Egyptians (4300 BC to 
1500 BC) and the Aryan civilisation of India 
(2000 BC to 1400 BC) through to the seg- 
regated systems of South Africa and the 
United States during the present century, all 
have based their societies on this unchanging 
fact. : 

Other races have shown signs of under- 
standing the truth about the need for racism 
— notably the Japanese, who have been 
mentioned — without actually taking 
(perhaps because not having to take) the 
necessary steps for survival. 

Even in the black communities, which 
have never been dominant enough to 
instigate such a policy, the signs of racial 
awareness are exhibited — the Blacks regard 
each other as parts of a racial unit, com- 
peting against other racial units. 


And history shows us that any society 


which allowed racial integration to occur has 
soon crumbled away and disappeared — or 
at the very best survived with a quality of 
life vastly lower than that enjoyed by mono- 
racial societies. Witness Brazil and most of 


SOME OF THE ‘ANTI-RACISTS? 
To save themselves the exertion of proving their case, these people resort to the conven- 
ient tactic of describing those who disagree with them as ‘Nazis’. 


the other countries of Latin America. 

Thus it can be seen that racism is a 
natural and essential basis for a stable 
society. 


LESSONS TO BE LEARNED 


All this shows clearly that the attempts to 
eliminate racism and the ‘educate’ people 
(especially our children) against it are not in 
fact designed to rid our society of some 
created ‘evil’ but instead to hasten our 
society’s destruction — so as to create a 
world of raceless, cultureless individuals. 

A world that no doubt would be much 
easier to rule. A world that would submit 
passively to those bent on setting up a ‘New 
World Order’. 

The reason that the white nations of the 
world are targeted for these policies of 
propaganda and ‘education’ more than are 
any others is of course that through their 
acceptance of the true meaning of racism 
they pose the greatest danger to those whose 
aim is just such a ‘World Order’. 

The reasons behind this drive to multi- 


racialism could in themselves fill the pages 
of a long book, but they are well known to 
most racial nationalists and we do not 
anyway have the space here to examine them 
further. 

Suffice it to say that there are clear 
conclusions which must be drawn from all 
this and acted upon if we are to stop the 
destruction of our people. 

We must — and there can be no shirking 
this fact — instigate a programme of racial 
segregation in our lands by means of the 
repatriation of all those of unassimilable 
stock to their ethnic homelands. 

To create a national consensus for action 
on this mattter we must oppose those people 
who perpetrate the lies about ‘racism’, and. 
who are helping to steer society onto the 
rocks of multi-racialism. At best they are 
guilty of foolishness and gross ignorance, 
and at worst they are engaged in deliberate 
treason. 

It is our duty to fight them to the bitter. 
end. Future generations of our people 
depend on us. We must not fail! | 


‘DEMOCRACY’ ALIVE AND 


WELL IN NEW ZEALAND 


A report from ANTON FOLJAMBE which 


will sound familiar to UK readers 


Almost everywhere in the world where 
‘democracy’ is supposed to exist as a system 
of government, its manipulators violate its 
supposed principles by employing methods of 
thinly veiled suppression against dissident 
movements. This report from New Zealand 
shows that the practices used by the political 
establishment there differ little from those to 


which we are accustomed in Britain. 


ss... THE RACE RELATIONS ACT is 
under review, and Section 9a, which 
previously dealt with racist comments 
such as those made by Mr. Foljambe, was 
withdrawn as it was unworkable. This is 
alarming, because it indicates that there is 


currently very little protection against — 


racism for minority groups in this 
country. Some time ago the New Zealand 
Government made a commitment to 
remedy this situation, and it is our hope 
that it will not take too long to follow the 


example of Australia, which is presently 


tightening up its laws against racial vilif- 

ication.”’ 
So wrote Mr. Kingsley McFarlane, 
president of a group called ‘Opposition to 
Contd. overleaf 
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‘DEMOCRACY ALIVE AND 
WELL IN NEW ZEALAND 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


Anti-Semitism’, in the New Zealand Jewish 
Chronicle last year. Mr. McFarlane will be 
pleased to note that his wish has come true. 

The New Zealand Government has indeed 
tightened the screw on freedom of speech by 
reinstating, in revised form, the objection- 
able Section 9a of the Race Relations Act. 

Readers in the United Kingdom will of 
course not be familiar with this particular 
legislation, but it will suffice for them to 
know that it is broadly similar to that 
operating over there, and has been freq- 
uently used to harass and imprison patriots 
for daring to express their opinions. In New 
Zealand the Act is not used with quite such 
regularity — due to what has up to now 
been the lack of a strong nationalist backlash 
against multi-racialism (a situation which is 
now changing). It is, however, worth noting 
that the only two nationalist candidates to 
have stood for parliament over the last two 
decades have both been convicted under the 
Act. 


ENFORCEMENT DIFFICULTIES 

A couple of years ago, obstensibly due to 
enforcement difficulties, the Act had its real 
teeth (Section 9a) removed, allowing (temp- 
orarily) greater freedom of speech on racial 
matters. As a result, an attempt by ‘Oppos- 
ition to Anti-Semitism’ to have this writer 
prosecuted for comments made at a public 
meeting early last year failed (Something of 
the modus operandi of the Act’s adminis- 

trators, the Race Relations Office, may be 

deduced from the fact that writer was not 
aware of the complaint made against him 
until reading of it in a newspaper!). 

Now Section 9a is 
declaring illegal the ‘‘exciting of racial 
disharmony.’’ Even a superficial study of the 
legislation’s new contents reveals it to be 
more repressive and restrictive than before. 
It is clear that this was the intention of the 
Government all along. 

The change comes as part of a whole new 
package on ‘human rights’, another part of 
which is extremely worrying in its own 
right, namely the banning of discrimination 
against homosexuals. The Government has 


announced that recognised churches, and 
churches alone, will be exempt from this ` 


legislation and will be able to continue 
discriminating against queers and criticising 
homosexuality (not that many of them do). 
The implication is very strong that anyone 
aside fronm a clergyman who uses ‘derog- 
atory’ terminology in talking about homos 
will find himself committing a criminal act. 
Hasn’t the world been turned upside down? 

Freedom of speech is anathema to the 
establishment in New. Zealand, whose 
members have built their liberal ‘paradise’ 
on a mountain of lies. As the tide of nation- 
alism rises, these people are driven in 
desperation to build the mountain higher and 
higher. 
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ack, once again 


ELECTORAL CON-TRICK 


The same fraudulent posture of a commit- 
ment to ‘democracy’, while true democratic 
rights are continually being eroded, can be 
seen in plans for a new electoral system that 
are now in the pipeline. This will contain 
some of the elements of Proportional Rep- 
resentation, and will be introduced in 1996. 

Before looking at the new system, we 
should first examine the existing one. 


Elections in New Zealand are held every 


three years, and take place under the West- 
minster-style ‘first-past-the-post’ system 
inherited from Britain. The party winning 
the largest number of seats forms the 
government. There are at present 93 constit- 
uencies. In addition to these, there are four 


seats reserved for Maoris. Readers may be 


interested to know that, thanks to race- 
mixing, there are in fact no full-blooded 
Maoris left in New Zealand. Therefore the 
right to be on the Maori roll is given to 
anyone who ‘‘considers hifnself Maori.’’ 
Maoris also have the right, instead, to place 
themselves on the general roll. 

As in Britain, the Westminster system has 
produced some interesting results. For 
example, in 1978 and again in 1981 the 
National Party Government of the late Sir 
Robert Muldoon was returned in spite of the 
fact that the Labour Party had actually won 
more votes! Third parties have also been 
vocal about the fact that their representation 
in the House has not been proportionate to 
the votes cast for them. Public dissatis- 
faction with the perceived unfairness of the 
system has led to a majority in a referendum 
opting for a new system known as Mixed 
Member Proportional Representation 
(MMP). The exact details of this system are 
still being finalised by the Government, and 
this year’s election will be fought under the 
old ‘first-past-the-post’ system. We do, 
however, know the basics of how MMP will 
work. 

New Zealand will be divided into 60 « con- 
stituencies. The Maori seats will be 
abolished. Voting in these constituencies will 


` be exactly as before, with the highest-polling 


candidate becoming the Member of Parlia- 
ment. Electors will, however, get a second 
vote. With this they will, on a separate 


ballot paper, vote for their preferred party 


on a ‘party list’. Parties will then be 
allocated seats to the total of a further 60, 
making .120 in all. The 60 elected by the 
latter system will be in proportion to the 
votes cast for their parties. 


TROUBLES WITH PARTY LIST 


It is with the ‘party list’ that the troubles 
begin. 

The first problem is that, predictably, in 
order to have its name placed on the list a 
party will be required. to make a payment 
(an electoral deposit) which, although the 
exact figure is not yet known, will be 
considerable in size. By this rule it is 
intended that only parties with substantial 
monetary resources will be able to appear on 


the party list. 


This, the establishment hopes, will 
prevent any party with a genuine alternative 
viewpoint gaining any seats. As a back-up, 
however, another hurdle for the would-be 
emergent party has been added: a four per 
cent threshold. This means that such a party 
must poll at least four per cent of the party 
list votes in order to qualify for any seats at 
all. It does not seem to matter to those 
promoting the MMP system that this is a 
total affront to the whole democratic 
principle. According to a leaflet produced by 
MMP enthusiasts, the threshold is essential 
in order to ‘‘exclude political extremists,”’ 
i.e. all real opposition. 

One more point about the threshold is 
worth looking at. With the abolition of the 
Maori seats, a new way has had to be found 
to ensure Maori representation. The answer? 
Parties which are deemed to represent 
Maoris or other ‘ethnic minorities’ will not 
be required to meet the four per cent in 
order to get seats. In other words, a ‘non- 
Maori’ party could poll 3.9 per cent and not 
win a single seat, while a ‘Maori’ party 
could poll half that number and take its 
place in parliament! 

Even more objectionable, there is the real 
possibility that the Government may intro- 
duce a requirement that all parties ensure 
that a certain percentage of their candidates 
be of Maori or other ethnic minority back- 
ground. This would, at a stroke, eliminate 
any possibility of a genuinely pro-white 
party gaining representation. 

When it comes to candidate selection, the 
establishment has another nasty piece of 
ammunition up its sleeve. An official 
recommendation, certain to be adopted, is 
that all parties will henceforth be required to 
select their candidates in a manner that is 
deemed by the authorities to be suitably 
‘democratic’. A party will have to convince 
the government busybodies that its candid- 
ates were selected by a voting process, and 
that rank-and-file members had adequate 
input. A few moments thought will bring 
home to the reader that what we are talking 
about here is government interference in 
parties’ internal selection procedures — 
something of an Orwellian scenario. 

Of equally totalitarian nature is the 
Government’s decree that all parties will be 
required to ‘register’ with the Government, 
and deposit membership lists with the 
relevant authorities. A party will be required 
to have a certain number of members before 
it will be allowed to qualify for represent- 
ation. The Big Brother implications of this 
are horrifying. 

All in all, the introduction of MMP is 
certainly nothing for nationalists to get 
excited about. It amounts only to a re-shuff- 
ling of seats between the government of the 
day, the opposition of the day and the third 
party of the day. Nationalism will eventually 
triumph, but MMP will not es it any 
easier. 


Mr. Anton Foljambe is the leader of the 
National Front of New Zealand. 
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LETTERS 


SIR: I have enjoyed reading Spearhead for 
its intelligent and hard-hitting articles, but 
the letter from Dr. Morley. last month was 
naive rubbish, to say the least, and insulting 
to white sportsmen. 
Contrary to Dr. 
England soccer manager has a wealth of 
white talent to choose from, but much of it 
is in the lower divisions and even in non- 
league football. Soccer authorities under 
guidance from — yes, ‘‘a sinister interest 
group’’ promote Negro players at the 
expense of Whites. This is done in conjunc- 
tion with other sports, television, ‘pop’ 
music, etc., to provide role models for 
young Blacks and to try to show Britain up 
as a happy, multi-racial society. In fact, 
English soccer needed no black players 
when winning the World Cup in 1966, and 
still doesn’t. 
D. CROCKETT 
Birmingham 
SIR: I am writing to let you know how 
angry I am at the so-called ‘fair press’. 
Since the race killing in Eltham, the British 
National Party has been blamed for stirring 


Morley’s view, the 


up race hatred in the area. This is something . 


I find very hard to believe, seeing that the 


BNP has only been in the area for four years , 


and race tension, as I can remember, has 
been there for much longer. 
I am behind the party 100 per cent, and 


hope to see one of its representatives on | 


London Tonight programme soon. 

I have also written to Carlton Television 
saying that I support the BNP and find their 
broadcasts on the issue of the race killing 
totally unfair. 

K. DEAR (Miss) 
Sidcup, Kent 


SIR: So the media blame the BNP for the 


killing of Stephen Lawrence. If Nelson 


Mandela broke his neck slipping on a banana | 


skin, they’d say the BNP had put it there! 


B.R. COBLEY | 


Manchester 


SIR: I am 70 years of age and a staunch 
nationalist. I quite agree with your article 
about bullying when you say that children 
should stand up for themselves more. I know 


that I resorted to fisticuffs when bullied as a - 


youngster. 

There’s just one ee though. The 
decent lad who does that these days might 
find himself on the receiving end of a knife 
or dagger — such are the alien ways that we 


_ have imported into this country! 


H. CARTER 
Downham Market, Norfolk 


_ SIR: When Richard Edmonds took part in 
_ the recent radio programme The Moral Maze 


he was asked if he was a racist. He replied 
sensibly, but what he might also have said 
was: ‘‘I am no more a racist than the Israelis 


' and Zionists who prohibit citizenship of 


Israel to non-Jews. I applaud this policy, 
which the BNP has long advocated for 
Britain. Hypocritically, it is the Jews who, 
while supporting Israel, are the main 
opponents of the BNP and hound our party 
at every opportunity because it advocates the 
very policy they practise themselves.’ 
J.M. TAYLOR 
London W.11 


SIR: I found Mr. Price’s letter last month 
very educational. Very helpful were his 
references to the sections of the Bible which 
support Spearhead’s point of view on race, 
nationalism and homosexuality. 

However, I would like to take this 
opportunity to point out a few more passages 
which the present clergy prefer to ignore. 

Firstly, Revelations 2:9: ‘‘I know thy 
works and tribulations and poverty (but 
though art rich), and I know the blasphemy 
of them which say they are Jews, and are 
not, but are the Synagogue of Sa 

There is another particularly interesting 
piece in Revelations 3:9, which says: 
‘*Behold I will make them of the Synagogue 
of Satan, which say they are Jews, and are 
not but do lie. Behold I will make them to 
come and worship before thy feet and to 
know that I have loved thee.” 

I feel these quotes should be used by 


nationalists when in argument with critics, 

particularly when the latter pose as ‘Christ- 
ians’. 

NATIONALIST 

Jersey, C.I. 


SIR: I much enjoyed Greg Cumming’s 


-article on Northern Ireland in the April 


issue, but I feel he could have done more to 
highlight the splits within the loyalist camp. 
Apart from the two main unionist parties, 
we have such diverse groups as the Ulster 
Tories, the Ulster Party (a breakaway from 
the DUP) and the Ulster Democratic Party, 
which has close links with the UDA. 
Altogether there are 10 ‘loyalist’ political 
parties competing for the loyalist vote — 
compared with four ‘republican’ parties 
competing for the republican vote. Surely 
something is wrong in the loyalist camp! 
J. ANNETT Jnr. 
Comber, Co. Down, N. Ireland 


SIR: I feel I must write to you with regard 
to my local (Labour) council’s spending on 
public amenities and social services. 

Quite recently, there has been a doubling 
of the price of a bus pass for OAPs and a 
change from the old system of 5p for any 
distance to one of half the normal price — a 
considerable blow to old people in the area. 

At the same time the council seems to 
think nothing of spending hundreds of 
thousands of pounds on an ‘International 
Centre’ for the local Asian community, or a 
local ‘Afro-Caribbean Centre’ — which 
became a well-known site for drug dealing 
before the council was forced to close it 
down. 

I would like to er when we can expect 
to have a local council that will run the area 
for the good of the true local people instead 
of our so-called ‘ethnic brothers’ — in other 
words a BNP council! 

| C. VICKERS 
Middlesborough, Cleveland 
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AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 

ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £14.95 (hardback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 


literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White.: 


A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the. destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeartd in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 


BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 

W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 

BLOOD GROUPS AND RACEx (Roger Pearson) 
65p. Describes how races are identifiable by their blood 
group patterns by means of classification techniques. 

2nd ed. 1966, 36pp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 

62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
plea for British independence from EC bureau-cracy. 

1990, 19pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years.. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 


British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 


1987, 591pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar; to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical: times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, S80pp. 

DEALING IN HATE: THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANTI-GERMAN PROPAGANDA« (Dr. Michael F. 
Connors) £2.50. The writer destroys the fallacy of a 
. warlike Germany and examines the methods used to 
promote the myth. 1966, 40pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 


28pp. 


DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS, 


THE (Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates 
_ the folly of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 


— aná not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd ` 
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edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £12 hard- 
back. Mostly written by the BNP leader in prison, this 
is the book all nationalists have waited for. The most 
comprehensive presentation yet to appear of the case for 
British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 

ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 


: campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 


ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 


 & Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 


essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 


EUGENICS AND RACE (Roger Pearson) 65p. A 
selection of articles from Northern World magazine, 
showing that heredity is the basis for the study of both 
race and eugenics. 2nd ed. 1966, 42pp. 


FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ‘‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 


~ the subject.” 1989, 732pp. 


FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 


FRENCH REVOLUTION, 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary Classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 
A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immigration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 


campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. 

GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
4Spp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 


\in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 


Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. 

HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 


HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 


ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A Russian 


THE (Nesta Webster): 


defector shows how Stalin engineered the war with 
Germany and exploited it to advance world communism. 
1990, xvii, 364pp. 

INNOCENT IN DACHAUx (Joseph Halow) £13.00. 
A revisionist view of the Dachau war crimes trials by a 
Lebanese American who served as a court reporter. The 
book is based on the author’s own experiences and on 
subsequent archival research. 1993, IV, 337pp. 


1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


IRON CURTAIN OVER AMERICA (John Beaty) 
£7.80. Describes how America’s foreign policy was 
distorted by minority interests. Contains important 


chapters on the Second World War, the communisation 
of China and the Middle East. 1951, 267pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 

1980, 246pp. 


LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 


MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000+ (Colin Jordan) £1.00. 
A fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 


MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 
£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback. An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 


OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 


under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 

PLOT AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA, THEx (Klaus 
D. Vaque) £17.00. A successful first-generation South 
African businessman exposes the international forces 
bent on the destruction of his country, and shows that 
civil rights are not the real motivation. 1989, 244pp. 
POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 


professional zoologist for 50- years, provides an 
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how the concept has affected human thinking. A special- 
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Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 
which the province has been subjected by direct rule. 
1992, 192pp. 
SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
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the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 
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. A study of some little known state documents that throw 


much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THEx 
(George Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work 
by a distinguished Russian author dealing with the 
communist and financial conspiracies and showing the 
link between the two. 1986, 240pp. 
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Colin Jordan 


“The war was over, 
democracy saved, 
and here was 
Merrie England.” 
- J.B. Priestley - 
Bright Day 1946 


exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 
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Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. - 
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USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
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Spearhead when it first appeared. 1978, xii, 758pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THEx (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism and 
capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16° 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 


NO to Maastricht) 
and NO to 


| ARN Europe! 


NEW 


BOOKLET! 
4 AÀ LA | Latest British 
ELAI) TN | National Party 
See (wn Lj 5 


product. Out- 
lines the BNP 
case against 
the European 
Community, 
and in partic- 
ular the Maas- 
has no future outside the EC tricht Treaty, 


TEN | (See this page) 


ON 
q I 


PUB 


British National Party. 78p post-free. 
Fight Back! 


British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 78p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 28p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between 
BNP Devon Branch and party headquarters. 58p post- 


Sree. 


_ BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 


Vote for Britain (23pp). 48p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


_ British National Party badges with logo in red, white 


LICITY MATERIAL 


and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Join us! New recruiting leaflet designed to aid coming 
BNP Autumn and Winter recruitment campaign. Gives 
brief account of best-known BNP policies. A summons 
to battle! 

Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 


Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
Contd. overleaf 
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dealing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 
scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planned pit 
closures. 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 


Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 


prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate's name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 


Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.10 for 1,000 and £4.65 for 2,000. 


BNP Recordings 


Rally °92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally °91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally °90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 3 

Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Videos cost £12.00 plus 93p p&p. 

Rally °82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
“Unite and fight for Britain's future’. Speeches by 
Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Our Anglo- 
Saxon heritage’; (2) ‘Britain's economic crisis’. 


Tyndall Speaks II. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The case for 
nationalism’; (2) ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War I). ee ea A 

Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Why we 
must repatriate’; (2) ‘Foundations of the national 
community’. 

Tyndall Speaks IV. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The way to 
full employment’; (2) ‘The racial time-bomb’. 
Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 
34p p&p. 

Allied publications 

We recommend the following two publications which, 
although not connected with the British_National Party, 


reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: UK £12.00 per year; 
Overseas £15.00 per year; U.S.A $25.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
tion to: PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


MAYHEM COMES TO WELLING 


... but black mobsters fail to turn locals against the BNP 


MAYHEM came to Welling, Kent, on Saturday, 
May 8th, when a wild horde of extreme left-wing 
mobsters descended on the area with the intention 
of attacking the British National Party Bookshop. 

The reason? A young Black, Stephen Law- 
rence, had a short time previously been stabbed 
together in a street fight with a group of young 
Whites. There was no evidence whatever to link 
the BNP with the killing, but that didn’t matter. 
An excuse had been provided for an ‘anti-racist’ 
demonstration, and the mob were determined to 
have one. Frustrated by the police in their efforts 
to get at the bookshop, the mob, many of them 
black, went berserk and attacked local people, 
cars, shops, anything in sight. 

One of the objectives quite clearly was to incite 
the local people against the BNP, but in this 
objective the mob miserably failed. In the 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 
in support of the British National Party, 
normally on a monthly basis. Sample 
copies will be sent on receipt of 48p 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 
issues is £6.00 (British Isles) or £8.25 
(overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 + 93p pcst 
25 copies £6.60 + £3.15 post 
50 copies £12.00 + £4.10 post 
100 copies £21.00 + £4.65 post 
150 copies £30.00 + £5.35 post 
200 copies £36.00 + £6.25 post 
300 copies £50.40 + £7.80 post 
400 copies £66.00 + £7.80 post 

500 copies £78.00 by Roadline 


‘Cheques/postal orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. : 
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aftermath many ordinary folk who before had had 
no connection with the party came to the shop 
and declared their sympathy. ‘‘Anyone who’s 


VICTIM OF RAMPAGE 


against that lot must be doing something right!’ 
This was the general mood. 

Once again, a big ‘own goal’ by the anti-BNP 
opposition! 


This overturned car, with its front windscreen smashed, captures the scene in Upper 
Wickham Lane, Welling, where a mainly black mob vented its hate against the BNP 
by tearing the neighbourhood apart. 


EXCELLENT DINNER AT TODMORDEN | 


BNP North West Region 
held a highly successful 
dinner on the 23rd April, 
with about 60 in attend- 
ance. John Tyndall spoke 
(see right). 

The dinner had originally 
been planned for Rochdale 
but after threats of violence 
by left-wing groups two 
bookings of restaurants 
were cancelled. Eventually, 
due to great resourcefulness 
on the part of NW Organ- 
iser Ken Henderson, an 
excellent place was found in 
nearby Todmorden and a 
good time was had by all. 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY used 
the 1993 county council elections as both a 
training exercise and an opportunity to 
establish the party more firmly in certain 
areas where it has not campaigned for long. 
The party’s main strength has always been 
in the large metropolitan areas, but as no 
elections were held this year either in the 
metropolitan counties or in Scotland, only a 
relatively small number of candidates stood 
— and these in areas where smaller votes 
were expected. In the event, the results, 
while nowhere spectacular, were encour- 
aging. 

The best result was obtained by Peter 
Illing in South Oxhey (Herts.), with 4.13 
per cent of the poll. This is the first time the 
BNP has contested any election in this part 


of the world, and its young and inexper-. 


ienced team aquitted themselves well. 

Another very satisfactory result was 
gained in Fenton Green (Stoke-on-Trent), 
where Steven Batkin won 4 per cent of the 
poll. Again, this is new territory to the BNP 
and one fought with a young an experienced 
team. 

All praise must go to Peter Illing and 
Steven Batkin for their efforts in these 
elections. 

In Derbyshire, the BNP contested the 
Cotmanhay division in Ilkeston. The 
- candidate, John Leather, scored an encour- 
aging 3.44 per cent, whereas in last year’s 
general election, in the Erewash constituency 
(of which Ilkeston is a part) the BNP scored 


COUNTY COUNCIL ELECTIONS 


contest have been considerably larger. 


Two candidates stood in Leicestershire. In Candidate Peter Illing speaks at election 


Kirkby Muxloe John Peacock scored 2.41 
per cent and in Lutterworth James Taylor 
obtained 1.82 per cent. These were the least 


COLNE 
Left-wing ‘Rentamob’ crowd turns up to cause trouble at BNP rally. The mob made 
an unsuccessful attempt to stop the rally. 


less than a third of this percentage. 

In South Glamorgan, Tony Morgan stood 
in the Ely division of Cardiff and scored a 
very impressive 3.41 per cent. This is the 
best ever result in Wales, which has always 
been a very difficult nut to crack elector- 
ally. 

In Lancashire, the BNP contested the 


Colne division. This was a very hastily - 


organised campaign, as the original 
candidate pulled out late in the day and an 
alternative one had to be found. Sean 
Crambie stood for the party. His campaign 
was almost certainly affected by a vicious 
personal smear in the local press which 
turned out to be unfounded. Despite this, he 
‘won a respectable 3.38 per cent of the poll, 
which might in circumstances of a fair 


successful of the BNP campaigns. Although 


the candidates were of excellent calibre, the 


area has not been fruitful for the BNP. 


Reason for encouragement 


SOUTH OXHEY 
rally 


The Hepple affair: 
the true facts. 


- Following IFV’s World in “Kction Se 
programme featuring the role of Tim- } 
i Abed as an enemy mole in the 

ritish National Party, somè ‘clarif- 


pa is necessary. 

First, Hepple was never, as alleged 
on the programme, a ‘senior official’ 
of the BNP; he was a member of only 
minor status. Second, although he did 
perform some voluntary duties in the 


BNP Bookshop during the 1992 elect- 


ion, this was always done under strict 
supervision; he was never allowed in 
any part of the premises on‘his own 
and he was never given access to any 
confidential material — which is not 
kept at the shop anyway. 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 

BM Box 3958, London WC1N 3XX 
EAST LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, 
Hackney, London E2 7BZ 
HILLINGDON 

PO Box 390, Uxbridge, 

Middlesex UB8 3BA 

CROYDON & MERTON 

PO Box 301, Carshalton, 

Surrey SM5 4QW 

SOUTH EAST LONDON 

PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 
EAST KENT 

PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 
WATFORD 

BM Box 1245, London WC1N 3XX 
MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
LUTON & DUNSTABLE 

PO Box 396, Luton, Beds. LUI 1YY 
BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS. 
BCM Box 4110, London WCIN 3XX 
ISLE OF WIGHT 

PO Box 7, Ventnor, I.O.W. PO38 1RA 
DEVON 

PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 
WALSALL & CANNOCK 
PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


THE GREAT FINANCIAL FRAUD 
(Contd. from page 10) 


Tariffs and Trade (GATT) and other 
international banker-controlled arrangements 
designed to promote ‘world free-tade’ by 
getting their goods into other nations’ 
markets; but they erect all manner of 
barriers to inhibit, if not completely prevent, 
other nations selling their goods to the 
Japanese market — except where those 


Contact your > 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give a 
list of the main units. 


LEICESTER 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
NOTTINGHAM 

PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


DERBY 
PO Box 249, Derby DE21 9EG 


CHESTERFIELD 
PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 
ROCHDALE 


PO Box 118, Rochdale, 
Lancs. OL16 1AH 


OLDHAM 
PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 


The BNP also has units in Richmond-on- 
Thames, Redbridge, Barking & Dagenham, 
Isle of Sheppey, Reading, Gloucestershire, 
Bristol & Bath, Stevenage, Bedford, Stour- 
bridge, Coventry, Mansfield, Grantham, 
Ilkeston, North Wales, Bolton & Bury, 
Warrington, Batley, Hull, York, Skipton, 
Tees-side, Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, 
Cumbernauld, Greenock, Lanarkshire, Ayr, 
Cumnock (Ayrshire), Inverness and Belfast. 
If you want to make contact with any of these 
units, or start a new unit, please write to 
BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. 


goods do not compete with Japanese 
products. The Japs, in effect, pursue 
economic nationalism, while British polit- 
icians of all the main parliamentary parties 
— and indeed the ‘orthodox’. politicians 
throughout most of the rest of the world — 
advance economic internationalism as a way 
of creating what they see as the ultimate 
goal of mankind: ‘One World’. 

In fact, as we know, the only people to 
benefit from ‘One World’ will be the inter- 


BLACKBURN 
PO Box 149, Blackburn, 
Lancs. BB2 2UQ 


BURNLEY 
PO Box 169, Burnley, Lancs. BB10 3AP 


NELSON & COLNE 

Flat 2, 18 Walton Street, Colne, 
Lancs. BB8 0EN 

BLACKPOOL 

PO Box 43, South Shore, 

Blackpool FY4 1FS 

LEEDS 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
BRADFORD 

PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford.BD13 3QF 
HUDDERSFIELD 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 
HALIFAX 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
TODMORDEN 

c/o PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 


CUMBRIA 
PO Box 7, Ulverston, Cumbria LA12 8LX 


‘ EDINBURGH 


PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 


WEST LOTHIAN 

PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 
GLASGOW 

PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 
PAISLEY 

PO Box 72, Paisley PA2 0BH 
NORTHERN IRELAND 


PO Box 20, Portadown, 
Co. Armagh BT62 3PX 


national bankers (largely Jewish) who will 
control that world’s economic and monetary 
system and, thereby, the world government 
which is their aim. 


FREEDOM VIDEOS 
Our new, expanded catalogue of nation- 
alist, revisionist and music videos (VHS) is 
now available. 
Send SAE for full lists to Freedom hine 
BM TRUTH, London WCIN 3XX. 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 50p for information pack to:- 


P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 


(Telephone enquiries to: 081 316 4721) 
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